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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Larry Thomas Lowery was sentenced in June 1991 to 18 months
imprisonment and 3 years supervised release for afederal drug
offense. While on supervised release, Lowery was arrested and con-
victed by North Carolina state authorities for marijuana possession.
Asaresult, on December 1, 1994, the district court revoked Lowery's
supervised release and sentenced him to 15 months imprisonment for
violating the terms and conditions of his supervised release. The court
ordered that Lowery's 15-month federal sentence"run consecutively
with the sentence imposed in state court” for Lowery's marijuana
conviction. (Emphasis added).

When the district court imposed Lowery's federal sentence, how-
ever, Lowery was not in state custody. Although he had been sen-
tenced by a North Carolina court, Lowery was released on bond
pending his state appeal. Accordingly, Lowery immediately began
serving his 15-month federal sentence and has now completed his ser-
vice.

Because any question of whether Lowery's federal sentence should
have been imposed to run concurrently--or, indeed, could have been
imposed to run concurrently--is moot, we dismiss his appeal.

DISMISSED



